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3)D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed on 16 April 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

On page 5, the applicant argues that Byford's wireless user terminals fail to generate a 
data packet based on an address and application-type stored in a radio frequency identification 
(RFID) tags. First, the examiner interprets "application-type" to mean a port number as taught 
by the applicant (see Fig. 3 and claim 31). Though Byford's RFID tag stores a universal resource 
locator (URL) instead of an IP address and a port number, a URL, according to the 18 th edition 
of Newton's Telecom Dictionary, is an Internet address or "string expression that can represent 
any resource on the Internet or local TCP/IP system/' The standard format for a URL 
comprises a field indicating the method of protocol to be used, such as hypertext transport 
protocol (HTTP), followed by the host's name, folder or directory on the host, and the name of 
the file or document. By specifying the method of protocol to be used, the URL identifies which 
port, such as Port 80 for HTTP or Port 25 for simple mail transfer protocol (SMTP), is being 
exercised at the client level (see third definition of "port" in the 18 th edition of Newton's 
Telecom Dictionary). Consequendy, the URL stored in Byford's RFID tag is based on first data 
field indicating an Internet protocol (IP) address and a second data field (e.g. "http") identifying 
a port. 

In response to applicant's argument on page 5 that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant 7 s invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
"an ability to utilize any of a plurality of application programs") are not recited in the claim 24. 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
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specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In response to applicant's argument on page 7 that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any 
judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight 
reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of 
ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge 
gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re 
McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). Though Byford teaches an RFID reader 
to retrieve a URL stored in an RFID tag and Reber teaches using a data reader, such as a bar 
code reader, to retrieve a URL encoded as a bar code, both teach a method and system that 
enable a person to easily access a World Wide Web (WWW) page without requiring a user to 
type in its electronic address. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 27, 28, and 29 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. The examiner interprets claim 28 to require a website hosting 
program for posting data stored within at least one of the RFID tags on a website. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 31 is objected to because of the following informalities: Change " second date 
field" to "second data field". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 24, 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over UK 
Patent Application GB 2,327,565A (Byford) in view of the 18* edition of Newton's Telecom 
Dictionary. 

Referring to claim 24, Byford' s wireless network 60, as shown in Fig. 1, comprises 
wireless network 60, Internet 10, and World Wide Web (WWW) servers 20 - 40. Per Byford, 
each WWW server stores application software in mass storage device 360, wherein the 
application software includes communications software for enabling communication of data 
between servers 20 - 40 and base station 50 (see page 5, lines 19 - 22) and web hosting software 
since each WWW server hosts at least one web page (see page 5, lines 21-22). Consequently, 
each of Byford's WWW servers 20 - 40 is understood to be (a) a server having a plurality of 
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application programs operating thereon. In addition, each WWW server must be connected to 
(b) a plurality of client computers, such as Byford's wireless network 60, via the Internet since 
the World Wide Web is "the universe of accessible information available on many computers 
spread throughout the world and attached to... the Internet" (see the definition for "World 
Wide Web" on p. 833 in the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom Dictionary). Still referring to Fig. 
1, Byford's wireless network 60 comprises a plurality of radio frequency identification (RFID) 
tags 100 - 130, user terminals 70 - 90, and base station 50, wherein each user terminal has a tag 
reader 450 (see Fig. 4). Here it is understood that user terminals 70 - 90 and base station 50 
form (c) an RFID reader that is connected to WWW servers 20 - 40 via Internet 10 and 
communicates with a plurality of tags 110 - 130. As shown in Fig. 5, each RFID tag has a data 
store 500 or memory. Byford's RFID reader comprises: (d) a radio module within tag reader 450 
and a CPU 400 connected to tag reader 450, wherein tag reader 450 is responsive to commands 
provided by CPU 400 to perform transmit and receive operations with the plurality of RFID 
tags (see page 5, lines 25 - 30 and page 6, lines 3-7); and (e) ROM 420, which is coupled to CPU 
400, for storing program instructions, wherein CPU 400 executes the program instructions for (f) 
detecting data loaded in RFID tags 100 - 130 (see page 5, lines 35 - 41 and page 6, lines 1 - 7 and 
23 - 36). Though Byford's RFID tag stores a universal resource locator (URL) instead of an IP 
address and a port number, the standard format for a URL, according to the 18 th edition of 
Newton's Telecom Dictionary, comprises a field indicating the method of protocol to be used, 
such as hypertext transport protocol (HTTP), followed by the hosf s name, folder or directory 
on the host, and the name of the file or document. By specifying the method of protocol to be 
used, the URL identifies which port, such as Port 80 for HTTP or Port 25 for simple mail transf er 
protocol (SMTP), is being exercised at the client level (see third definition of "port" on p. 579 in 



Application/ Control Number: 09/625,647 Page 6 

Art Unit 2635 

the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom Dictionary). Consequently, the URL stored in Byford's 
RFID tag is based on first data field indicating an Internet protocol (IP) address and a second 
data field (e.g. "http") identifying a port or application program. Byford's RFID reader also 
includes CPU 200 (see Fig. 2), which is connected to each tag reader 450 via wireless link 290, 
wireless link 430, and CPU 400, wherein CPU 200 executes program instructions stored in ROM 
220 for (g) transmitting the URL received from CPU 400 to the designated WWW server in 
order to retrieve the web page specified by the received URL (see page 6, lines 36 - 41 and page 
7, lines 1 - 6). Though Byford omits expressly teaching that CPU 200 of the RFID reader has 
program instructions for generating a data packet based on the URL, the Examiner takes 
Official Notice that Internet protocols, such as TCP/IP, require data to be transmitted via data 
packets (see definition for data packet on p. 203 in the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom 
Dictionary). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modifying the program instructions for Byford's CPU 200 such that 
the instructions include (h) generating data packets based on the received URL because sending 
data in packets is more efficient than sending data one character at a time. 

Regarding claims 30 and 31, as explained above, a URL comprises at least a protocol 
field (such as "http") and a host name field (which translates to an IP address); therefore RFID 
tag's URL comprises a data field defining (1) a Port Number (which is Port 80 as indicated by 
the use of HTTP) and a data field defining (2) an IP address of a TCP/IP protocol. 
7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over UK Patent 
Application GB 2,327,565a (Byford) in view of the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom Dictionary 
as applied to claim 24 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,400,272 (Holtzman et al.). 
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Byford, as modified by Newton's Telecom Dictionary, omits teaching that CPU 400's 
program instructions include periodically transmitting an interrogation signal. 

In an analogous art, Holtzman discloses an RFID reader 15, as shown in Figs. 1, 2, and 5, 
comprising: (a) transceiver 118 or radio module; (b) microcontroller 112 or processor connected 
to transceiver 118 for providing transmit and receive commands to transceiver 118 (see Col. 7, 
lines 48 - 67; Col. 8, lines 1 - 67; and Col. 9, lines 1 - 42); and (c) computer 10 with main memory 
54 for storing program instructions (see Col. 4, lines 15 - 17 and 33 - 35). Holtzman teaches that 
RFID reader 15' s program instructions include: (d) detecting data received from at least one 
token 20 or RFID tag (see Col. 3, lines 14 - 25; Col. 7, lines 59 - 67; and Col. 8, lines 1 - 4); (e) 
determining the processing information and destination address from the data transmitted by 
token 20 (see Col. 3, lines 57 - 67 and Col. 4, lines 1-12); and (f) communicating information to 
servers 30a - 30c or external systems in accordance with the detected destination address and 
proper protocol (see Col. 3, lines 57 - 67; Col. 4, lines 1-12). Per Holtzman, the program 
instructions for RFID reader 15 further include periodically transmitting an interrogation signal 
to communicate with RFID tags (see Col. 9, lines 8 -12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the program instructions of Byford's CPU 400 as modified by 
Newton's Telecom Dictionary according to the teachings of Holtzman because periodic 
interrogation eliminates a user having to manually select the interrogation action, thereby 
enhancing the functionality and user-friendliness of user terminals 70 - 90. 
8. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over UK Patent 
Application GB 2,327,565a (Byford) in view of the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom Dictionary 
as applied to claim 24 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,903,729 (Reber et al.). 
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Byford's WWW servers 20 - 40, as modified by the 18 th edition of Newton's Telecom 
Dictionary, has application software that enables it to communicate with base station 50 (see 
page 5, lines 19 - 22). In addition, as explained above in claim 24, each WWW server also has 
web-hosting software. Byford, however, is silent on each WWW server having an email 
program for sending an email message to a destination computer system that is identified by 
the URL stored on a tag. 

In an analogous art, Reber teaches a system for linking to at least one resource in an 
electronic network 10. Reber's system, as shown in Fig. 1, comprises: (a) network access 
apparatus 20 or client computer connected to electronic network 10, which includes the Internet, 
the World Wide Web, or an intranet; (b) data reader 36; and (c) network navigation device 12. 
Per Reber, navigation device 12 includes data items 16 and 18, each data item having an 
electronic address to identify its corresponding resource (i.e., " destination computer system"). 
The electronic address is at least a URL or an IP address. (See Col. 4, lines 4 - 20.) Reber then 
adds that URL protocols include "mailto:" for sending an email message and that navigation 
device, 12 can be used for automatically sending an email message (see Col. 4, lines 25 - 35). In 
order for network access apparatus 20 to send an email to a destination system specified by the 
URL, electronic network 10's server must have at least an email program. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Byford's base station 50 as taught by Reber because a WWW 
server having an email program enables the URL protocol "mailto:" to be used in addition to 
the "http:" protocol, thereby improving the functionality and convenience of the system by 
automatically sending email messages to the designated address (see Reber, Col. 4, lines 33 - 
35). 



Application/Control Number: 09/625,647 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2635 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

* 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clara Yang whose telephone number is (703) 305-4086. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 7:00 PM, Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on (703) 305-4704. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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21 June 2004 
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